4   IS THERE A TRUE INTERNATIONAL LAW ? \

will therefore examine the statements of the learned
judge with the respectful attention they deserve; but
before entering upon the task it will be necessary to
discuss two or three preliminary points.

L In the first place, we must bear in mind that one
thing is not necessarily less useful than another because
it is not exactly like it in all essentials. Now if this
self-evident proposition be applied to jurisprudence, we
shall find that much of the current depreciation of Inter-
national Law is deprived of the grounds on which it
rests. It may be perfectly true that the rules which
civilized states observe in their mutual intercourse are
not sanctioned in the same way as the rules of ordinary
municipal law. They may even be far less clear and
definite in their commands than are the positive laws of
each separate state. We shall find, I think, that their
indefmiteness is as much exaggerated as is the clearness
of the law of the land. The English Statute Book is
not a marvel of precision of statement and scientific ac-
curacy of arrangement. Learned judges have differed
materially in their interpretations of our Municipal Law,
just as publicists have differed on knotty points of Inter-
national Law. We have had a conspicuous example
lately in the divergent views taken by two great au-
thorities on the subject of the Law of Blasphemy1. But
granting for the sake of argument the truth and justice
of all that is said against International Law, we are as

1 In the Fortnightly Review for March .1884, Mr Justice Stephen
criticised the lenient view of the Law of Blasphemy taken by Lord Chief
Justice Coleridge in the recent case of Reg. v. Foote and Ramsey, and
asserted that to write, sell, or lend to a friend any attack on Christianity,
however measured and decent, is an offence punishable by fine and
imprisonment.